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Q: Today is the first of March, 1999. This is an interview with John P. Harrod. This is being
done on behalf of the Association for Diplomatic Studies and Training, and I'm Charles
Stuart Kennedy. Well, you go by Jack?

HARROD: | go by Jack.

Q: Let's start. Can you tell me where and when you were born ansomething about your
family?

HARROD: | was born July 13, 1945, in Chicago, lllinois. My father was a lifelong - that
is to say, 40 years - executive with the U.S. Steel Corporation, and my mother was a
housewife. | grew up in Chicago, went to high school there.

Q: Did you have brothers, sisters?

HARROD: One sister, three years younger than myself. And | lefChicago basically when |
finished high school and went off to college.

Interview with John P. Harrod http://www.loc.gov/item/mfdipbib000481



Library of Congress

Q: Well, let's talk a little bit about the early years. Where iChicago did you live?

HARROD: The very southwest corner of the city, a neighborhood called Morgan Park.
We lived in two different houses while | was growing up, but basically it was in the same
neighborhood.

Q: What was Morgan Park like?

HARROD: It was supposed to be as suburban as | suppose you could have in the city
itself. It was, as | recall, the only Republican ward in the City of Chicago, and Morgan Park
High School, where | went, was considered to be one of the best public high schools in the
city.

Q: Grade school?

HARROD: Oh, grade school in that same neighborhood, something calleClissold Grammar
School.

Q: And what sort of study, particularly in elementary school? Anareas that you were
particularly interested in or teachers you remember?

HARROD: Not too much. It was a general elementary education. | skipped a couple of
semesters. | was a year younger than most of my classmates by the time | went into high
school, but nothing in particular. It was more high school before | really start to remember
a whole lot of individual teachers.

Q: Well, let's talk about high school. Your high school again was-
HARROD: Morgan Park High School.

Q: Morgan Park.
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HARROD: Which | know has its own website now.

Q: Oh, my goodness. What about at there? Did you have any particular areas you were
concentrating on - sports, entertainment, music, books, courses?

HARROD: Well, there are probably three things that | started doing in high school which
kept with me over the years. One was an interest in history. Another was an interest

in writing. | was working on the school newspaper and the yearbook, and there was a
sports angle to that. | was not much of an athlete myself, but I did work on the sports

page of the newspaper and the yearbook. And the third thing was | went into high school
studying Latin. | studied two years of Latin and signed up for a third year of Latin, which
they couldn't offer because they didn't have enough students signed up so they called

me into the principal's office at the beginning of my junior year and said, “You can't take
third year Latin. What are you going to take?” This was in the post- Sputnik era, and |
thought it sounded exotic that they had started to offer Russian, so | said, “Why don't | take
Russian.” I'm thinking it was a lark at the time, and in fact it was one of those inadvertent
career decisions, so it was an interest in history, an interest in writing and communications,
and Russian language, probably, that got me going.

Q: Any books - fiction, non-fiction - that sort of stick out in youmind?

HARROD: | remember at that stage of my life reading every book that Kenneth Roberts
ever wrote, from Northwest Passage to all the Arundel series.

Q: The Arundel series and Oliver Wiswell and all that.

HARROD: Yes, and | remember Benedict Arnold featuring prominently iseveral of those
books.

Q: Yes, as being more a hero than not.
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HARROD: That's right, one of the best generals we had, till we lost him. But that was kind
of my interest, part of an interest in history. | do remember those books rather vividly.

Q: I do too. That Oliver Wiswell, for example, | think for me was something | always
referred back to as being there was another side to things like the Revolution, Oliver
Wiswell being a Royalist, and realizing that history was not one-sided. While you were
taking Russian and looking at history, was your family pointing you towards anything, or
were they-

HARROD: No, my family was basically pointing me toward a college education but not
telling me what to do with that college education. My father was a metallurgist and had his
degree in metallurgy, and | don't think he ever really envisaged me going into that field. So
it was more just an assumption that | was on a sort of a college track program from grade
school on. | mentioned | skipped two semesters in grade school, and | was in a sort of an
accelerated track, and then in high school it was a college prep kind of an honors program.
So it was always assumed I'd go to college, but it was never clear what | would be doing
with the rest of my life.

Q: What about college? Where were you thinking about?

HARROD: | wanted to go to a small liberal arts school, and just about every place | looked
at, East Coast and Midwest, fit that category. | think Princeton University was probably
the largest place | looked at, but it was never a serious contender. | was looking at places
like Amherst and Bowdoin in the East, Williams College, and then in the Midwest, Grinnell,
Knox, Carleton, Colorado College.

Q: Where did you go?

HARROD: | ended up going to Grinnell College in lowa for two years, and then that career
track that sort of began in high school got a hold of me, and at the end of my sophomore
year at Grinnell (which is an excellent institution, and | still keep in touch with it, a good
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loyal alumnus), they were unable to offer Russian area studies as a major because the
fellow who headed the department left suddenly at the end of my sophomore year. So
they sort of told me I'd have to pick a different major than the one | had been sort of aiming
towards, and instead of doing that | looked at college catalogues and picked another
institution that had Russian area studies as a major, and | transferred after my sophomore
year at Grinnell to Colgate University in Upstate NewYork. And that began right with that
choice of studying Russian back in high school kind of stuck with me, and when I got to
Colgate, the head of the department there interviewed me as a new transfer student.

He said, “Why did you leave Grinnell? It's a damned good school.” And | explained what
had happened with my prospective major, and he said, “Well, that's awful. | helped them
design that program.” So it led me to believe I'd made the right move in transferring. It was
the same identical program that I'd been pointing towards.

Q: In the first place, Grinnell, you were there from when to when?
HARROD: '62 to '64.

Q: And then at Colgate, '64-

HARROD: '64, graduated in '66, with a BA in Russian area studies.

Q: Both at Grinnell and at Colgate, what was sort of the attitude towards the Soviet Union
at that time that you were picking up from your professors?

HARROD: Interesting. It was more curiosity. These were academic institutions, and we
were studying area studies, meaning history, geography, literature - the whole ball of wax.
The person who headed the department at Colgate was a Russian #migr#, who had fled
after the revolution and personally was quite anti-Soviet, but | don't think any of that ever
really rubbed off into my course work. It was just more of a curiosity - what is this beast?
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Q: | was wondering, often universities can become sort of the last place of refuge of
Marxism, | mean in modified form in one kind or another. Did you find much of that?

HARROD: Didn't find any of that at all. Again part of it may have to do with the fact that if
you're studying Russian area studies quite broadly, probably 90 percent of it is going to be
pre-Revolutionary history and literature and all of those things that make it Russian rather
than Soviet. We could have, obviously, courses in modern Soviet history and economics
and geography, but no, there was no Marxist contingent that | recall.

Q: While you were at both Grinnell and at Colgate, did you think of an international career?
What were you planning to do with your Soviet studies?

HARROD: Good question. | mean, | was kind of torn between journalism, which | still had
an interest in and still worked on yearbooks and newspapers and stuff while | was going
to college and doing something in the international affairs realm or politics or whatever,
writ large, but | hadn't defined it much beyond that. The question is, did | think about the
Foreign Service at this point? | didn't. | thought about doing something that would bring
me into contact with the big world out there, but | didn't know exactly what it would be. In
fact, when | left Colgate, | had to make a very serious decision about what to do about
graduate school, and it was a very close thing between going on in Russian area studies
or going to the Medill School of Journalism at Northwestern, where I'd been accepted. But
because | had not majored in journalism as an undergrad, Medill had a requirement that

| had to go there for the summer session in 1966, and by that point | had signed on for a
summer session in the Soviet Union at Moscow State University, so my department head
at Colgate, the old #migr# chap, he said, “You can always learn how to write. It's better to
know something to write about first.”

Q: Absolutely. Well, during the '62 to '66 period - Thai was, of course, after Kennedy was
elected - but would you say sort of that spirit of government and going out and doing things
with the government - was this still well thought of by the student body?
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HARROD: The “ask-not-what-your-country-can-do-for-you-what-you-can-do-for- your-
country” sentence?

Q: Yes.

HARROD: I'd say more at Grinnell than at Colgate. Grinnell was more of a - | hate to
disparage one or another of my almae materi, but Grinnell was more of an intellectual
school and Colgate was more beer and fraternities, so there was a bit of a tension at
Colgate between the minority of these students who were into this sort of public service or
civil rights or whatever it might be and the sort of entrenched fraternity crowd. There was
some tension about that.

Q: Was there any sort of attempt to do any recruiting or let you know about foreign affairs
and USIA, State, CIA or anything else on the Colgate campus.

HARROD: If there was, | was unaware of it.

Q: I would have thought that Russian area studies would have been fertile field for them to
focus on.

HARROD: Well, | would think so too in retrospect, but at the time, | can't remember
anything. There may have been people who came to campus and | just didn't pay attention
to it. The only attempt to do anything like that that | can recall actually occurred after |

left Colgate and | was already down in graduate school here in Washington and my old
department head from Colgate came to town and set up an interview, a three-way session
with a friend of his who it later turned out was working for the radios in Munich, and that
was his attempt to sort of do a little job hunting for me but it didn't amount to anything. And
frankly, 1 don't know that | even knew there was a USIA before | came to Washington.

Q: Well, what was this Soviet program, the summer program that yogot involved in?
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HARROD: It was simply one that Colgate University sponsored in that one summer of
'66, and they might have done it one or two times afterwards. They put together about

20 students from Colgate and from quite a number of other universities, and it was a Six-
week summer program, part of which was an intensive Russian-language program at
Moscow State University and part of which was a little travel around the former Soviet
Union, including a week at a youth camp down on the Black Sea coast. It was my first
overseas trip and it was my first sort of hands-on experience with the Soviet Union. And it
was also good for my Russian.

Q: How did you find the program work, and what did you get out of it?
HARROD: The summer program?
Q: Yes, the summer program.

HARROD: Well, | got two things out of it. | obviously came away with a better grasp of
everyday Russian because of the instruction at the university in Moscow and the need

to use the language for a few weeks. Also my first real, as | said, hands-on experience
with the Soviet Union. You know, who are these people? What is this place like? And
probably, given the fact that we went down to the Black Sea coast, the very beginnings of
an idea that there's a lot more to this country than just Moscow and then what was called
Leningrad.

Q: Were you getting to mix with Soviet students and all that, or hodid this go?

HARROD: We got some of that. | mean, the courses we took at the university in Moscow
were essentially for foreigners, and there were not Soviet young people in the groups, but
we lived at the university in the dormitories, so we bumped into people, and particularly
the week at the youth camp down on the Black Sea gave us an opportunity to meet some
relatively contemporary Soviets from all over the country because the Black Sea coast

Is where people come for vacation from all over the place. | mean we met mining people
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from Siberia. So it was a little bit of that. Just, as | say, the tip of the iceberg, the beginning,
but it was at least some direct experience.

Q: What did you bring back from there as far as what was the Soviesystem like.

HARROD: At that stage of my life, probably not a whole lot. It was relatively bureaucratic,
and |, of course, over time, came to appreciate the fact that it was a whole lot more
bureaucratic than | realized in 1966, not any idea that you were basically being surveilled.
'66 was sort of the early part of the Vietnam War controversy, and | remember we had
visited the American embassy in Moscow and picked up some U.S. government versions
of the Vietnam situation and were trying to distribute them to some of the Soviets we met
at the youth camp on the Black Sea, and this was not well looked upon by the people
running the youth camp. So it was sort of the beginning of the realization that this place is
quite a restricted society.

Q: Did you find that the Soviet people felt free to talk to you aall, or was there a problem?

HARROD: Some of them did. And | think I, you, begin - it's hard for me to filter out when
some of these things began to dawn on me, whether it was that summer or later on, when
| spent much more time in the Soviet Union, but | also began to realize sometimes that the
people who did talk to you had permission to talk to you and therefore, you know, you kind
of divided people into a couple of camps - the ones that weren't allowed to talk to you but
were probably the ones you really wanted to talk to, and the ones who were allowed to talk
to you who tended to be government-approved.

Q: Were there any problems with this group of students that wenover there?

HARROD: Not any that I'm aware of. It was a relatively brief time, and we got to spend a
couple of days in Paris and Prague on the way in and Vienna on the way out, so it was a
nice summer. And we had, as | say, no problems that I'm aware of, and we all had a good
time.
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Q: When you came back in the summer of '66, where did you go?

HARROD: My parents had moved during the summer, and from Gary, Indiana, where my
father worked at that stage, to Youngstown, Ohio, so | had the interesting experience of
getting off the airplane in New York City in the middle of an airlines strike, and | couldn't fly
from New York to Pittsburgh, which was what | was supposed to do, so | ended up having
to take a bus all the way to Pittsburgh, and my father came in from Youngstown, Ohio,
and picked me up there and went to a house that I'd never laid eyes on before and new
surroundings. But the longer term picture is | then went off to graduate school. And | had
already made up my mind. | mentioned | had the choice of going to journalism school at
Medill or one of several Russian area studies programs. The three that | had been fairly
serious about were the University of Michigan, American University here in Washington,
and Georgetown here in Washington. Michigan had offered me a teaching assistantship
and so had American University, but there tended to be, as | read into it, strings attached
to both of them; and then Michigan kind of withdrew the offer because of budget problems,
and | ended up coming to Georgetown. | basically made a calculation that if I'm going

to be studying something that involves the rest of the world, or at least a part of it, the
nation's capital was probably a good place to do that, with the Library of Congress and
foreign embassies and government here. So | probably would have, on academic merit,
picked the University of Michigan, which had a good, solid program. | picked Georgetown
essentially because it was here in Washington, and came here in the September of '66,
end of August, | guess, to begin two years of graduate study at Georgetown.

Q: Was it part of the School of Foreign Service?

HARROD: No, it was just the regular graduate school. The Russian area studies program
at Georgetown in those days was just part of the graduate school, which was in an old red
brick building down at 35th and O, | think.

Q: What was the thrust of the Russian area studies program in thiperiod at Georgetown?
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HARROD: Very similar to what | had as an undergrad. In fact, my big disappointment was
that essentially | was covering the same material | had done as an undergraduate. Very
few, if any, of the other people in the program at Georgetown had had an undergraduate
concentration in Russian area studies. Most of them had come from history, political
science - whatever - so | found the Georgetown program very repetitive and in some ways
not as good as what | had been doing as an undergraduate. It did give me an opportunity
to take a few courses in philosophy and in other parts of the world. | took one course, |
remember, on Asian communist parties, which gave me a chance to take a look at what
had been going on in Indonesia and Vietham, China, which | hadn't as an undergraduate.
So there were a few things. But a lot of what | did at Georgetown was just repetitive, and |
frankly began to lose interest.

Q: Well, while you were there, was the Vietnam War intruding at all?

HARROD: Oh, yes. Because, again, you were here in Washington, particularly in '67,
when you had things like the march on the Pentagon and other demonstrations going on
in town. There were other things to attract one's attention, and to make a long story a little
shorter than it might otherwise be, the combination of me not being terribly enthralled with
the Georgetown program and the heating up of the political situation meant that sort of in
the middle of my second year at Georgetown, which would have been the winter of '67-68,
| pretty much stopped working on my thesis - by then I'd done all my course work and |
was just working on my thesis - and | started getting involved in the political campaign

of '68 almost to the exclusion of other things, and just coincidentally, this was the same
period when | took the Foreign Service Exam and passed it, and so suddenly | could see
a career track at the end of the tunnel. And | should say that the only reason | took the
Foreign Service Exam - again, you look at the decisions you make over time - | came

to Washington because | figured the graduate school was here in the nation's capital,
therefore it's a good place to be. Between my two years at Georgetown | was looking for
something to do, preferably something that paid a little bit of money, and | applied for a
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couple of summer internship programs in those days before the government was basically
bankrupt, and lots of departments had summer internship programs, and | applied to one
at the Department of Defense and one at something called the U.S. Information Agency,
which sounded interesting to me because | was interested in communication and writing,
and | got accepted in the summer program at USIA, and they put me to work for three
months in the Office of Soviet and East European Affairs, where | spent the whole summer
essentially translating handwritten comments that Soviet visitors to our exhibits in the
Soviet Union had scrawled. Every place we had an exhibit, they had a comment book,

and people could put in their opinions. And somebody had to sit down and take all this
handwritten Russian and turn it into English and analyze what it all meant. That was my
summer project. But the people | worked with there in that office said, “Why don't you take
the Foreign Service Exam?” And | had not seriously thought about that at all. | was actually
more looking toward a career in some way, shape, or form in the media, whatever that
might mean. But they said, “Hey, you can't lose. If you fail, you fail. If you pass, you've got
another option.” So | took the Foreign Service Exam in December of '67, and much to my
surprise, | passed, and so as | began to drop out of graduate school and get involved in
the political campaign, it was always sort of with this knowledge that that MA isn't quite as
important as | thought it might be because, by God, | actually have a job here that's waiting
for me.

Q: Political campaign - '68, of course, was probably the most heateelection year we've
had. What were you doing and why?

HARROD: Assuming that the statute of limitations has run out on this, | actually seriously
violated the Hatch Act back in those days. | had two part-time jobs while | was in graduate
school. The first year | worked at something called the Foreign Claims Settlement
Commission. The Georgetown graduate school program was at night. All my classes
were in the evening, so | had the days to study and do other things. | worked half days

at this Settlement Commission the first year. The second year | had a job as a clerk in

the Peace Corps personnel office half-time. And as | began to stop working on my thesis
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and start working in the political campaign, it sort of developed that while registering, |
guess, for my second semester, there was a sign-up table in the gym at Georgetown for
people who might be interested in working on Gene McCarthy's campaign. And being a
na#ve idealist, | signed the list, and later they called me at home and said, “Your name's
on the list. Would you like to work with us?” And | said, well, I'm trying to work on my thesis
and I've got this part-time job and | was basically trying to make excuses why | probably
couldn't do it. And they said, well, you can work in the evening if you want, if you have a
day job, and | said | know, but my day job's down at the Peace Corps office downtown,
and they said, well, our headquarters is right next door to the Peace Corps office. So they
sort of shot holes through my excuses, and | started leaving the Peace Corps and walking
next door to work on the McCarthy campaign, which | realize now was a violation of the
Hatch Act because | was a government employee. But in those days who cared? And |
spent more and more time on the McCarthy campaign and finally left the Peace Corps job
in the middle of the spring of '68 and spent full time working on the McCarthy campaign.
And it is one of those ironies of one's life that just a couple of weeks after the Democratic
convention of 1968 in Chicago, which as we all know was a rather colorful event (I was
not there; | was still here in Washington with the McCarthy people here), | then joined the
Foreign Service, and my commission was signed by Lyndon B. Johnson, whom | had just
spent the previous eight months trying to unseat.

Q: What was the spirit of the McCarthy campaign from youperspective?

HARROD: Well, | think it was a noble and idealistic effort to get this country to think
seriously about its foreign policy priorities. | think, with all due respect to Gene McCarthy,
he's a good poet and probably would have been a lousy President, but he did serve as

a sort of rallying cry to get people to take a look at what was going on in Vietnam. | had
mentioned in grad school | had taken a course on communist parties in the Far East, and
| had read quite a few books on Vietnam, historically and politically, and | basically had
come to the conclusion that we were in the wrong war in the wrong place at the wrong
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time, and so that was what got me into the McCarthy thing. And even after | had signed my
Foreign Service papers | still felt that way, but one does what one's country...

Q: Did you have a feeling that within the McCarthy thing, did you feel some of the thrust as
either isolationism or sympathy towards wars of national liberation or where did you think it
was?

HARROD: In the McCarthy campaign, obviously the anti-Vietham War movement was a
large thing that embraced people all the way from outright supporters of Ho Chi Minh to
probably some isolationists. | didn't detect any isolationism in the McCarthy campaign at
all. I mean, it was more, as | say, idealism. It was this feeling that the U.S. shouldn't get
involved in this. Maybe there was some feeling that we were involved in somebody else's
war of national liberation a little bit, but it was more a plague on both their houses. We
were supporting one group of not particularly savory Viethamese against another group of
not particularly savory Viethamese, and we had inherited a French colonial problem. But
it was idealistic, and it was more a U.S. domestic thing that it was... You know, it was to
basically get people to take a look at the President. | remember a great sense of betrayal
in the McCarthy campaign when Bobby Kennedy jumped into the race. At one point in
my life, and | wish | could find it, but | can't any more, | had a little, small lapel button

that was given out to people, and it said “W.M.B.N.H.” - just little initials - which meant
“With McCarthy Before New Hampshire,” and it was given to all the people who had been
working on the campaign in the office before the New Hampshire primary, because after
the New Hampshire primary a lot of people joined in.

Q: But actually what happened was that McCarthy showed that Johnsowas vulnerable.
HARROD: And then Bobby jumped in.

Q: And Bobby jumped in.
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HARROD: | remember they put up a headline from the old defunct Washington Daily News
on the wall in the office just before Kennedy announced, and the headline was something
like “No Great Demand for Kennedy.” | was living in a rooming house in Georgetown at
the time, Burleith Glover Park, or whatever they call it now, and one of the other guys in
the rooming house was an avid Bobby Kennedy supporter, who was later best man at my
wedding and we're lifelong buddies. But we had pretty much agreed by June of '68 that
whoever won the California primary, the other guy would kind of give up his allegiance and
we'd all work together. And of course he was the one who came in at about five o'clock in
the morning on that day and told me that Bobby Kennedy had been shot, and that was the
end of our pact. He was Kennedy, | was McCarthy, and we were going to bury the hatchet
after the California primary.

Q: Did this campaign and all have any... Were they concerns abouworking for the
government?

HARROD: No, not in my mind. One of the things that I've carried with me throughout my
entire so-called career was this perhaps na#ve view that the United States is actually

a pretty decent place and stands for some things. And the fact that you can campaign
against a seated President and still be a good loyal American was something that | felt
then - and still do - and in many ways | think it's also a good experience for somebody who
Is in the USIA side of things, as | was, because part of our job overseas was to explain the
United States to people who didn't necessarily understand us. And having a background
like that, | could tell them, look, you know, here | was, | was out trying to unseat the
President of the United States, and now I'm a good, loyal government employee.

Q: When did you take the oral exam?

HARROD: It would have been the early part of '68, maybe February. I'm a little fuzzy on
that. | passed the written exam in December, and then much to my surprise - you could
tell very easily (I hope the Board of Examiners doesn't do it this way any more) after you
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took the written test if you got a big, fat envelope you had passed,; if you got a little, small
envelope, you got a rejection letter, but the big, fat one was full of forms you had to fill out
for medical and security and everything else. So sometime in the early part of '68, | took
the oral exam. There were three people. | remember it as an intimidating experience. |
know the exam's changed many times over the years. There was no in-basket test in those
days. It was just three people seated at one table and you sitting at another table, and they
asked you questions and you responded.

Q: Do you recall any of the questions that were asked?

HARROD: The only thing I recall, and I recall it somewhat vividly because comparing
notes with a classmate of mine at Georgetown who took the test about the same time |
did, it sounded like we'd gotten pretty much the same kinds of questions, and he and |
answered one somewhat differently, and | remember this because it was a role-playing
thing. They said, pretend you are the assistant cultural attach# in - | think they said -
Ghana, and you're being attacked about Vietnam, and so they were giving me difficult
guestions, and one guy said, You know, | read in Time Magazine that blah-blah-blah- blah.
What do you say to that? And I'm supposed to be in front of a large audience of people.
And | said to him, | said, “Well, that could very well be. | haven't seen that issue of Time
Magazine, so | can't really respond. Rather than waste these people's time, why don't you
and | get together afterwards and you show me the article, and we can talk about it.” And
they seemed to like that response. But | passed the oral.

Q: You had indicated at that time, was the exam you took the same one that you would
take to go into the Department of State Foreign Service?

HARROD: Yes, when you took the written exam in those days you checked a box at the

top of the test that just said “STATE, USIA”; the test was the same. There might have been
one option, if | recall dimly, there might have been one option that if you checked the USIA
box you had to do. You know, you didn't take an economic test, or something like that, but
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otherwise it was the same written test, and as far as | know the oral exam was the same
for everybody.

Q: Now | was wondering whether the oral exam was emphasizing America.

HARROD: To some extent. | mean, | think the people who gave me the oral knew | had
checked the USIA box, and so they were sort of doing this role-playing thing imagining |
was an assistant cultural attach# instead of, let's say, a consular officer somewhere. But
as far as | could tell - the classmate of mine who took the oral at roughly the same time,

| think, wanted to go into the State Department and they gave him, it sounded like, pretty
much the same spiel, so...

Q: So you came in. Did you finish your MA?

HARROD: Never did. All but the thesis. | did all the classwork; | even had the outline of
the thesis, which was going to be on Soviet foreign policy in Turkey in the early '20s, when
Kemal Atat#rk was founding the Turkish Republic. I'd read a lot on this and was looking at
it as a case study of how the first sort of “emerging” Third-World country, which in those
days would have been republican Turkey, essentially manipulated the Soviet Union and
took all of its support and then kissed off the Soviets. When the time came to be a good
loyal Soviet ally, Kemal said screw you. But as | got deeper into it, | discovered almost
nobody had written on this subject, and it was turning more into a doctors' thesis than a
masters' thesis. | still have all my notes and books and things, and one of the ironies of life
was that one of the key episodes in this entire history was when the Georgian Republic
collapsed (1921, | think it was) and the Red Army under Kirov was moving in from one
direction and the Turkish Republican forces were moving in from a different direction to
the city of Batumi on the coast of the Black Sea, and the two sides who were supposedly
allies almost got into a shooting war as the Georgians evacuated. But it was very hard to
find out what really happened. A couple of years later, when | was on a boat in the Black
Sea, when | was then in the Soviet Union, | ran into a garrulous old fellow on the boat
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who, it turned out, had been in Batumi in 1921 and gave me a great oral rendition of what
happened, but by then it was too late.

Q: Well, how did it work? You came in, when, in '69, was it?
HARROD: '68, right after Labor Day.
Q: Was there a USIA class or was it a joint class or what, of junioofficers?

HARROD: This was the first class that had USIA Foreign Service information officers as
commissioned Foreign Service officers. Up to that point they had all come in as reserve
officers. This was the first class of FSIOs. We came in jointly with the State Department.
Leonard Marks, who was then USIA director, swore us in up on the Eighth Floor of the
State Department, and there were about forty people in the combined class, and for one
of the only times in history, | think, the majority were USIA, newly minted FSIO's. | can
remember several people in the A-100 course giving us presentations that were clearly
State Department oriented, and then when one of the USIA people would ask a question,
he would sort of say, well, how many of you are with USIA? And when the majority of the
hands went up, it was sort of, oh, well, um... | remember one on the emergency evacuation
system, where they were telling us what would happen in a crisis, and somebody asked,
well, what about us in the cultural center across town? And the guy looked at all these
hands up and he said, “Well, | guess you're on your own.” That told me something right
there.

Q: What were you getting out of this? All of you are basically coming out of the same pot,
but when you got to the taking of the basic officer course, were you finding that there was
a real cultural difference between the State and the USIA attitudes?

HARROD: Yes. Yes. Simple answer. We also, many of us, were somewhat confused
at the time as to whether we were getting paid far too much money for spending three
months sitting around listening to irrelevant lectures or not nearly enough money for
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putting up with all this stuff. The A-100 course was three months at the time, and very

little of it do | remember except for the one episode | just mentioned about emergency
evacuation and another fellow who quite seriously stood up in front of us and told us that
we should always be candid and express our views but never rock the boat. Those are the
two things | remember from the A-100 course, which, as | said, was joint. It was both, all
of us together, State and USIA, for three months. The one good thing about that is | must
say the, sort of, alumni network from that A-100 course stood me in good stead throughout
my career. | think | knew some of my State colleagues better having spent those three
months with them. | would be very much against, you know, sort of, segregation, if you will
- which is now irrelevant if USIA is merged into the Department. But there were periods
when the classes were separate. | think it was very good to have them together. One of
my classmates was Jim Leach, who is now a congressman from lowa, and much later,
when | had a congressional fellowship from the American Political Science Association,

| ended up spending six months working with Jim Leach up on the Hill because we had
been Foreign Service classmates.

Q: Did you get any sort of specialized USIA training at all?

HARROD: After the three months. It was different for some of us. | remember a couple

of USIA people in my training class, who had specific language skills and perhaps some
overseas Peace Corps experience or something like that, after the three month A-100
course were taken and immediately sent overseas. In my case, | had been slotted into
an exhibit going to the Soviet Union in the summer of '69, so | had about six months
there after the A-100 course where | was put into an office in USIA in the exhibits division
working on getting ready to go overseas the following summer. So | really had more of an
orientation to USIA by working at headquarters for six months before | went overseas.

Q: What about Vietham and your basic officer course? Wasn't this about the period when
anyone who was breathing was being grabbed and sent off to Vietnam, or not?
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HARROD: Some of my classmates were, in fact, sent off.
Q: What was the feeling about that?

HARROD: It was probably individual. There were probably at least a half a dozen people
from my A-100 course, mostly State, who were sent off to work in what was called the
CORDs Program in Vietnam. We had a lottery that we had set up at the beginning of the
A-100 course to collect money and give it to the person who we thought got the worst
assignment, and Vietnam was excluded from the lottery because it was assumed that this
was just too far off the pale. | think somebody who went to Tegucigalpa got the money

at the end of the time period. But yes, it was controversial, and some of my friends went.

| don't recall it being - you know, this is 30 years after the fact - a divisive kind of an

issue. There were three of us in the A-100 class who had received our induction physical
papers and were ordered up to Fort Holabird in Baltimore for our pre-induction physicals. |
remember our struggling to get the Draft Board to recognize that we were now government
employees with top-secret security clearances, and we all ultimately managed to do that.
So it was more a question of are we going to stay in the Foreign Service or are we going
to get drafted, but it wasn't a controversial issue. | think if you've made the decision that
you're going to join the Foreign Service and go to work for Uncle Sam, you've already
crossed a particular bridge in your life. If you were going to storm the barricades at the
Pentagon, which actually I did in '67, you're probably not going to sign on the dotted line to
be a government employee.

Q: Were you married at this time?
HARROD: No.

Q: Were you getting pressure or influence from sort of the young grad student types that
you'd be normally associated with? What the hell aryou doing? Why are you part of this,
and all that?
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HARROD: No, | wasn't. | didn't associate with a lot of people such as you're describing.
In fact, a couple of my roommates from the boarding house in Georgetown were involved
in demonstrations and other activities, but it was not nearly as polarizing an experience
as people think it might have been. We all managed to get along just fine although we
had differenviews on the subject. | was actually very much against the War. | was at the
march on the Pentagon and several other things that took place, and | remember the
assassination of Martin Luther King and having the National Guard stationed across

the street from my boarding house in Georgetown, at Western High Schoo(now Duke
Ellington), and you know, U.S. troops walking down the street in front of my house. It was
a difficult experience. | got into trouble with an ambassador many years later in a country
where | noticed troops on the street, and | said it reminded me of Washington in 1968, and
the ambassador didn't think that was quite the right analogy. It was to me.

Q: How was the civil rights movement playing within your group thayou were dealing with?

HARROD: We were all in the middle of it, and at one time in my life | was a member of
the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee, until it was made clear that they didn't
particularly want white people, when Stokely Carmichael took over from John Lewis. And
| remember during that period in '68 when there was the march on Washington, and |
remember the mule train caravan downtown.

Q: The Poor People's March.

HARROD: The Poor People's March - we were down there for that. All the people that

| had pretty much associated with those days were strong supporters of the civil rights
movement and involved in it in one way or another. We just felt that that's what the United
States was all about.

Q: You came in then, what, about February '68, you say?
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HARROD: September, right after Labor Day.
Q: September of '68. How did the election of '68 hit your group?

HARROD: Most of us had been involved in one way or another in the campaign. The
election being a three-way one in those days, with George Wallace as the third person

in it, was an interesting one. | remember it came up during the A-100 course, when we
were getting a talk about political reporting and we were supposed to pretend we were a

- | said I didn't remember anything else from the A-100 course; you've now prompted me
to remember something - but we were told that we were the junior political officer in some
foreign embassy here in Washington, and we were supposed to analyze this campaign
and report on the Wallace candidacy. And | remember expressing the view in my telegram
back to my home capital that if Wallace actually were to win the election a lot of the career
people in the U.S. government service might resign in protest and the grizzled State
Department person running this course pooh-poohed the whole thing and said none of
these people would quit for anything.

Q: Probably he was more astute than...

HARROD: But | remember in those days, that was my first election when | could vote

in a presidential election, and in those days my parents, as | mentioned, had moved

to Youngstown, Ohio, so | was registered in the State of Ohio, where | never actually
lived, and | remember swallowing my pride and voting for Hubert Humphrey, simply as
the lesser of the three evils that were out there running at the time. | actually think that
Humphrey was quite a decent chap, but he go himself into a difficult fix there in '68, but |
ended up voting for him. | remember often the big surprise - maybe not that big a surprise
- when Richard Nixon was elected. That meant that the two signatures on my Foreign
Service commission from '68, Lyndon Johnson and Dean Rusk, didn't last terribly long,
and Leonard Marks, who swore me in, was gone in a couple of months, too.
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Q: You were dealing with a Moscow exhibit both in Washington and iMoscow. This was
from when to when?

HARROD: Well, the exhibit was from June of '69 until maybe July of '70, and it was not
Moscow. Moscow was one of them, but these were the large traveling exhibitions that
USIA ran for many, many years, and we were in six different cities of the former Soviet
Union, so having spent from roughly September of '68 to June of '69 working at the
Washington end getting ready for this thing - the exhibit was “Education in the USA,” and
my job back in Washington had been to sort of get together some educational technology
and other things that we would use as display items in the exhibit. And then in June of
'69, off | went with the advance party to Leningrad, which was the first of our six cities,
and then the exhibit opened, | think, in July of '69, and | spent a year... We were in, if |
remember, Leningrad, Moscow, Baku, Tashkent, Novosibirsk, and Kiev, | guess were the
six cities, not in that order.

Q: When you were going there with education, one, how were we treating the education
problem in the South? Although technically schools were no longer segregated, it was still
an uphill battle there. How were we dealing with that?

HARROD: Well, actually, the simple answer is the exhibit itself, in terms of displays, didn't
deal very much with it. | think there were some visual displays about integration, but the
exhibit was heavy on technology. Essentially we were trying to show the Soviets new
ways of learning, including - this is now thirty years ago - things like computer - assisted
learning, where students would push buttons for the correct answers and language
learning by tape - all these kinds of things. But the real reason for all of those exhibits,

no matter what they were called, whether they were education or hand tools, we've had

a bunch of them, was simply to give Russians a chance to talk with the young American
guides.
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Anyway, the Russians would ask guides, well, where do you live in the Unites States

and what's your family like? So it became much more of a give and take about life in the
United States than it was the technology. The technology was the introduction, and each
of the guides would work on a particular stand in the exhibit and give a little presentation
about what it was all about, but usually things shifted gears pretty quickly. | was not a
guide. | was given the grandiose title of assistant general services officer, and my job was
essentially getting the exhibit put up and taken down and maintained and being interface
with the Soviet labor crew and the customs people and stuff like that. Essentially, what
USIA had done was ship me off to the Soviet Union for a year to see the country, practice
my Russian language and be a sort of resource for the exhibit, and whenever I'd get bored
I'd walk out on the floor of the exhibit and pretty quickly people would come over and start
asking me questions, and | could do the same guide thing. | must say also | had blinders
on in those days, since | had been a summer intern with USIA and had worked in the
Office of Soviet and East European Affairs, my assignment was pretty well cooked when

| joined the Foreign Service. The people who had encouraged me to take the test knew
that | had passed it, and when | was sworn in at USIA, | was already 100 percent sure
that | was going to be going to the Soviet Union. We had a panel interview with personnel
officers from USIA where they got us in in threes, | think, and sort of said where would
you like to go and what would you like to do? And one of them asked me the question

“Is there any part of the world you wouldn't want to go to?” the answer, of course, being,
“Oh, no, I'll go anyplace.” But | said, well, Asia, Africa, and Latin America. And they sort of
looked shocked, and the European personnel officer sort of shuffled his papers and said,
“Well, Mr. Harrod's been taken care of.” So | already knew that | was going to the Soviet
Union, and that was kind of, as | say, an investment in my future, by shipping me out there.
The Exhibits Program also, to put in a plug for it since we don't have it any more, an awful
lot of those young graduate school guides who went out for six-month stints on exhibits
later took the Foreign Service Exam and ended up in quite senior positions in the Foreign
Service. It was a great training program for future Foreign Service people.
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Q: Were there any security problems that came up while you were othis?

HARROD: On the exhibit? Yes. | worked on two exhibits. | worked on another one later
and | was familiar with several others, and on virtually every exhibit there were security
problems, generally in the sense of the Soviets attempting to compromise some of our
young guides, and generally they did. We had to ship a couple of people home from every
exhibit that | can remember for having done something they shouldn't have done, usually
of a sexual nature. | finally came to the conclusion that we really should have a ringer in
each group of guides, somebody that would come out and we'd ship them home a week
later to make an example to everybody else, but we actually didn't have to do that; the
Soviets kind of did it for us. So yes, we had security problems.

Q: When there were sexual problems, | mean, what was it, because with these guides,
even if they took pictures | can't see that it... They're not government employees - well, in a
way they were.

HARROD: In a way they were, yes.
Q: But it wouldn't compromise their career; they'd just ask foextra copies.

HARROD: That's what Sukarno, | guess, did at one point. But no, the idea was they would
compromise them and then attempt to get them to report what was going on and, you
know, feed any information that they could to the Soviets, and it was all the stuff that the
security officers tell you can happen, photography through pinholes - it was all very nasty
stuff, I must say, and it helped bring me around to the conclusion that at least some people
in the Soviet Union were extremely nasty. And an interesting thing is as the exhibit would
go from city to city, some of the cities had obviously a much tougher KGB contingent than
others. There were certain cities where we would have almost no security problems at all
and some where it was a daily struggle to try to keep the goons out. We had other kinds

of security problems, in the sense of people who visited our exhibit and asked particularly

Interview with John P. Harrod http://www.loc.gov/item/mfdipbib000481



Library of Congress

provocative questions, who were obvious plants, or some innocent people who asked
the wrong kinds of questions who literally would get beat up in the parking lot outside
the exhibit. We saw lots of fairly nasty things, which helped shape my view of the former
Soviet Union.

Q: What was your impression of the impression that these younguides got.

HARROD: Most of them, as young graduate student types, would tend, I think, to fall into
the sort of liberal to leftist group, and by the time they would finish their six months in the
Soviet Union, we tended to put them into two groups - the radical group, which wanted to
nuke the place, and the moderates, who simply wanted to build a large wall around it and
leave it alone for a hundred years and then look over the top and see what was going on.
Yes, it had a big impact on most of them, and as | say, some of them who probably hadn't
ever thought about working for the government then took the Foreign Service Exam and
ended up being very good Foreign Service officers with the Department or the USIA. So it
did have a big impact on them.

It also, | think, had another impact on them, and certainly on me. All my education had
been Russian area studies - Russian, Russian, Russian. Being on an exhibit that goes

to places like Uzbekistan and Azerbaijan - even the Ukraine - | think really gave me the
sense that this is not Russia - this is a country that is made up of lots of different groups,
and | think it planted the seed in me way back there in 1970 that the Soviet Union's
nationality problems would eventually be its undoing. | thought it would take 50 or 100
years, but | became much more interested in the nationality and ethnic issues in the Soviet
Union by virtue of having spent time on that exhibit, where a lot of my Foreign Service
colleagues who spent all their time in Moscow were still Russian-centric. They still looked
at it through the Russian prism. | began not to. | began to look at it in other ways.

Q: Our educational system - | mean, you'd gone through it, | mean the university at
Grinnell and Colgate and Georgetown was very Russian-centered.
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HARROD: Very much.

Q: I mean, there just really wasn't any way of doing the Caucasus oCentral Asia or
something like that.

HARROD: No.
Q: Or the Ukraine, which is as big as France.

HARROD: No, that was something that | think was a big failing of our system. We tended
to be just interested in the Russian part of it. Later when | came back to Washington,

| found there was a network of academics back here, many of them affiliated with the
Woodrow Wilson Center, who did specialize in ethnic issues, and | began to go to some
of their sessions. But | think way back in '70 was when | first got this perception that this
country is a lot more varied.

| remember going to Estonia. After our first exhibit city we had a week off. Usually between
cities we had a week or so off while the stuff was being shipped to the next place. Some of
us went to Tallinn, the capital of Estonia, and this is July or August of '69, and | remember
seeing something scrawled on a wall in downtown Tallinn in Estonia, and by some
discreet inquiries with Estonians | could figure out what the words meant, and it meant
“The Russians have stolen our country.” And then | went back a year later to Tallinn,

and the same thing was still in faded chalk on the wall because, clearly, the Russians
didn't understand what it meant because they never bothered to learn the local language,
but there was this anti-Russian sentiment, which | had never appreciated as a graduate
student or even as an undergraduate because everything | was getting was the Russian
version.

Q: What about as the assistant general services officer, what about dealing with the
Soviets on, you know, a working basis, getting things done and all? How did you find that?
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HARROD: Depends on who they were. We were escorted everywhere we went, all around
the Soviet Union, by a crew of people from the so-called All-Union Chamber of Commerce,
which was the outfit that USIA had signed contracts with. They were supposed to be our
counterparts and our interface with local authorities wherever we went, and they would
pick up some locals from whatever city we were in, but the same crew went with us, and
they were all basically goons from Moscow. They could be reasonable if you're working
with them. Sometimes the customs people could be extremely difficult. | spent a lot of time
working with Soviet laborers because we would hire them to help put up the exhibit, which
did a couple of things. | began to see what ordinary Soviets were like, and | learned to
swear in Russian, which is a talent that became useful later in life. But it was an interesting
experience, | must say.

Q: Did you find the system works, | mean as far as getting laborerto do things, or get
things from hither to yon and all that?

HARROD: Well, it's a command system. If we wanted 12 laborers, they would give

us 12 laborers. Now whether the laborers could do anything was another question. |
remember one case where we were trying to open a large shipping container and there
were 12 laborers and 11 of them were standing around watching and one guy was hitting
a recalcitrant bolt with a hammer. And one of the Russian laborers said to me, “This is the
way we do things here - 11 people watch and one guy beats on it with a hammer.” And
you know, that's the way the system was. It was a command system. It didn't work. Some
of the people were okay, and some of them were nothing but police agents. But it was an
eye-opener.

Q: Did you find any interest in the theme itself, education?

HARROD: Among professionals certainly. | mean, what ever city we were in we would
get visits from groups of teachers and educators, and we had a library with the exhibit
that contained books in English on education, and a lot of people who could speak
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English would come in an utilize it. Yes, there was some professional interest. With every
exhibit there was some of that, and what we always tried to do was have a sort of semi-
professional component and then have a sort of mass appeal side of things, no matter
what the exhibit was. The other one that | worked on for more than a year later on was
about housing, “Technology and the American Home.” Then again, a lot of it was mass
appeal. Electronic garage doors. Whoopee. If you're a Russian, you've never seen one,
but in every city we went to we'd also try to organize a seminar and bring in an American
expert or two or three on a subject like historic preservation or building in seismic areas
and get together with Soviet professionals in that area and have a real serious discussion.

Q: How about any of the areas you went to, were there any problems,stories, or anything
else that you think of?

HARROD: The first time around, in that '69-70 period on the exhibit, Novosibirsk, out in
Siberia, we had some particular security problems that | probably don't want to go into, but
| mean it was during Vietnam, and it was a difficult time, and people were out to get us.
Same in Tashkent. | remember being in Baku and having a different feel about Baku, and
that was partly because there was a new Communist Party boss who had just taken over
in Azerbaijan and he was trying to thumb his nose at Moscow, so they were being nicer to
us there than they were somewhere else, and | went back to Baku on another exhibit in
75, and it was even more the case then. | mean, it was a very sharp contrast, and that's
when you begin to see that this isn't one country; this is a lot of little satrapies connected
to Moscow. But there were plenty of security problems. 1970 was, again, the height of the
Vietnam situation, and it was a little bit difficult at times, but a fantastic experience. | mean,
one thing that the Foreign Service didn't do in those days was get you out of Moscow

or Leningrad. There were travel restrictions. If you were assigned to the embassy or the
consulate you were pretty much stuck, whereas the program | was on, | got to see a lot of
the real Soviet Union.
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Q: Were there people who were trying to come to the exhibit to sort of vent their dislike of
the system and all that, you know, Soviets who were fed up with things?

HARROD: A few, a few. Some of them, as | said, got beat up in the parking lot outside the
exhibit, and some would come and try to make a contact with an American and try to talk
to them afterwards, particularly, | remember, in Leningrad, which was sort of an intellectual
center of the Soviet Union, there were a number of quasi-dissidents who kind of sidled up
to us as the Americans in town and would try to see us after hours and make contacts.
There was a bit of that, less so if you were in a place like Tashkent or Baku, where there
was less of an intellectual opposition network. There was some of that in Novosibirsk, and
| alluded to security problems we had in Novosibirsk, and some of it was connected with
the fact that there were possibly dissident-possibly provocateur types out there who were
trying to make contact with us.

Q: The exhibit would shut down in the evening, | supposed, at a certain time. Did you have
problems? | mean, was it sort of your responsibility or part of your responsibility to make
sure that the guides didn't stray too far off the ranch?

HARROD: It wasn't specifically my responsibility. We tried. Some of the guides would
make contacts and go out in the evening and go drinking and have social lives with
Soviets if they could. A lot of times people were just too pooped. | mean, the exhibit would
start at 10 o'clock in the morning and go to seven o'clock at night, and by the time you ate
dinner there wasn't a whole lot of that. We had one day off a week, and a lot of times the
Soviets would try to organize activities for us on the day off - you know, go visit a collective
farm or whatever, largely to keep track of us, | suspect, and keep us busy. But you know,
some of the security problems we might have had had to do with people making the wrong
kind of contacts after hours, but there wasn't a whole lot of that. | remember one person
who had a little too much to drink and fell down in the gutter and broke her arm. That was
a medical problem then.
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Q: Did you have much to do with the embassy?

HARROD: Some, with the USIA Press and Cultural Section in Moscow. We'd make weekly
courier runs up to Moscow to pick up the mail and get a few things from the commissary
and then fly back to wherever we were. And for the opening of the exhibit in each city

that we were in, somebody from the embassy, whether it's the ambassador or the press
and cultural counselor or somebody, would come out and cut the ribbon. So we had sort
of contact, but not a lot of it. And when the exhibit was in Moscow, which it was for one

of those periods, then we were living at a hotel not too far from the embassy and would

go over there and use the snack bar, and | remember having Thanksgiving dinner at
somebody's apartment.

Q: What, during this essentially '69-70 period you were with this exhibit, what as you saw it
was the state of relations between the Soviet Union and the United States?

HARROD: Not very good at that particular time. '69-70 was a rather tough period because
of Vietnam largely. Relations were not good. Being an exhibit we were a little bit exempt
from that. People would ask us, you know, difficult questions about relations, but because
we were not official representatives of the embassy, per se, they probably cut us a little
more slack. But it was not a particularly good period, particularly when we would do things
like bomb Haiphong Harbor and a Russian ship might sustain a little bit of damage, then
people would get on our case. So it was a little bit tense. When | was back on the other
exhibit that | worked on in '75, that was a period of the Apollo-Soyuz link-up, and relations
were a lot better then.

Q: You came back from this with, | assume, even greater fluency iRussian by this time,
didn't you?

HARROD: Well, that depends on whom you ask. | thought | did, but then | came back and
took a test at the Foreign Service Institute, and the old #migr# instructor who was testing
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me didn't seem to like the fact that I'd learned a lot of Soviet slang, and the contemporary
terms for some things that she was still using the old pre-Revolutionary terms for, so |
didn't test out a whole lot better in Russian when | got back, but that was because of who
did the testing. | was a lot more fluent than | had been when | left.

Q: What did you come back to?

HARROD: | came back to about three weeks in Washington, and then | was off to Kabul,
Afghanistan. | had originally been assigned to Calcutta. While | was sitting in the exhibit

in Novosibirsk, | got a telegram telling me that | was going to be sent to Calcutta as an
assistant 10 or something out there in the branch post, and | did the thing you're never
supposed to do in the Foreign Service. | wrote back and explained why | thought this

was a lousy assignment. They had couched it in terms of, you know, your knowledge of
communism and Marxism and blah-blah-blah will stand you in great stead in West Bengal
because it's got a communist-Marxist government, and | went back and pointed out that,
you know, this is a very different kettle of fish, I'm a Soviet expert, I'm not a West Bengal
expert, and | said I'd just as soon not go. And they came back and said, okay, you're not
going to go. A friend of mine got the job, and he was trying to get into the Foreign Service.
He was a civil servant. It worked out fine. He went to West Bengal and got in the Foreign
Service. | didn't know where | was going to go, and then | got back to Washington and |
was told | was going to Kabul, Afghanistan, which | remember telling my then fianc#e that
| was going to Kabul, and she was on the other end of the telephone line and played dumb
and later went and had to look it up in a book and find out where it was. | had three weeks
in Washington and | was off to Afghanistan, a part of the world | had never been to, had no
knowledge of, and there | went.

Q: Well, you were in Afghanistan from when to when?

HARROD: It was a little more than year. It was from the summer of 70, July of '70, until
August of '71.
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Q: What was your job and how did it work out?

HARROD: That was an interesting thing. | was officially sent out there as junior officer
trainee. Now they had told me when | went off to the Soviet Union on this exhibit that that
was my junior officer trainee assignment, and when | came back somebody said, well,
you never really have had a chance to work in an embassy, this exhibit thing has been
anomalous. So they sent me off to Kabul ostensibly as a junior officer trainee. When | got
there the post did not have an information officer - they had eliminated the position - and
so there was PAO, a CAO, and a center director. So | became the de facto information
officer in Kabul.

Q: What does being an information officer mean, at that time?

HARROD: At that time it meant two things. It meant